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conceptions) tended to be opponents of federalism tried to state their arguments (in the former case confederalist, in the latter unitary) in terms of federalism, and to reproach their opponents with being respectively Unitarians or advocates of mere confederacy. So also the Austrian Socialists tried to explain in terms of federalism ' a programme that was centralist from an economic, and, therefore, to a Socialist party, decisive point of view. The only example we shall meet where men defended themselves against the reproach of being federalists is an argumenturn ad homincm, which representatives'of the oppressed nationalities put forward when approaching reactionary court circles.2 So it seems that, with the masses, it was rather a recommendation to be a federalist, although it is true that few advocates of federalism agreed in the meaning they attributed to the term.
(/;) TRADITIONALIST AND DEMOCRATIC NATIONALISM
In Germany the nobility, centring round the dynastic courts, together with the bureaucracy of the states, formed a strong element in the particularist resistance to unification,3 But they very soon ceased to be an independent political factor. Some of the higher nobility acquired the ownership of the Heavy industries, and thus amalgamated with the centralist financial interests already described.4 On the other hand, the upper middle classes, especially the High Finance interest, faced by the Labour movement, turned towards an alliance with the big landlords. Even in the purely economic field, industrial capitalist monopoly joined with the landlords to demand a protective tariff, and to resist social reform. That cleavage between the rent interest and the industrial or agricultural profit-interest familiar in Great Britain has never arisen in Central Europe. There the big landlord, with his feudal traditions, is generally identical with the agricultural entrepreneur, and on the other hand the industrial entrepreneur has arisen among economic surroundings already
1 See be-low, Chapter IX, pp. 210 and 241.       2 Sec below. Chapter IX, p. 226.
:l ICvon in Prussia, the leading power in the process of unification, as Bismarck was to find.
4 Characteristic of this tendency were the big Silesian latifwdia-ovfj\er$: the Prince of ,1'lcss, holding 75 estates of 130,000 acres ; the Duke of Ujest, with rja estates of 100,000 acres ; the King of Saxony, holding in his private capacity 50 estates of 78,000 acres in near-by Silesia. They all controlled numerous mining and other industrial interests, apart from owning, between them, 5 per cent, of the total agricultural area of Silesia (the latifundia~own?,T& of more than 12,500 acres each owned between them a quarter of the total Silesian agricultural area. See Kautsky, The Agrarian Question [in German], Berlin, 1895, p. 151). In the extreme west of Germany, on the Saar, Stumru owned his renowned " kingdom " qua landlord as well as qua industrialist.